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This appBoation ha, been =a«fally reviewed in Ught of the Office A«ion 
dated J«ly 20, 2005. Claims 1-20 remain in this applicatton. Claims 1. 2, 10, and 
"1 th independent Claim. Claims 1. 3. 8, XO, ^^, 16, 18. and 1« ^« been 
^.ded. It is beUeved that no new matte, is involved in the amendment ^ 
^ents p^sented herein. Reconsideration and entranoe of the amendment m 
the application are respeotfully requested. 

f'?liTI' Qhiegtion 

Claim. 1 and 2 were deemed to be substaitiaUy dupUcative. In response, 
ClaiM 1 ha. been amended to further diflerentiate Claims 1 and 2. 

Claim. 8. 8, «ni 10-20 were rejected nmler 35 U.S.C. § 112, for 
indefiniteness. Claim 3 was rejected under 5 112 fbx non-enabling disclosure. 

With respect to the indefinite rejections of Claims 3, 8, and 10-20, apphoant 
has amended Claims 3, 8, 10, 11, 16, 18, and 19 «> address the eonce.^ e=^xessed 
i„ the Offl» Action. In particular, "quantity of a state" (Claim 3). Wd on an 
amount required" (Claim 8). and "quantity of state" (Claims 10 and 1« cxted m the 
Offl» Action have been amended. The amended aaims are beheved to he 
pai^ntable under S 112- Applicant notes the Office does not speci* the reasons for 
Leeniteness of Claims 8, 11-17. Claims 9, 12-15, 17. and 20, as presently wntten, 
are believed to be patentable under §112. 

With respect u> the non-enabling rejection of Claim 3, Apphcant notes 
^ansmitting step" cited in Office Action is not found in Oaim 3. As such, the exact 
features of Claim 3 that are the subjects of the § 112 non-enabling reiect«.n are not 
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olear. Cl»ificatic. tha § U2 -on-...blmg rejection with respea to Clato 3 is 
respectfully requested. 

^1^.20 rejicted under 36 U.S.C. S 103W ovex U^S. Patent No^ 

6 423 284 (Amo). Applicant respectfully traverses the xejectiona and subnets that 
6,423.284 i,anio; „f the daii&ing amendments above and 

the daims herein are patentable in light of the ciaiuyuig a 

the arguments below. 

A.^ is directed to an efiluent abatement system for the treatment of gas 
streams from manu&ctnring ol semi«nductor materials, devils, and products. In 
Icular, Amo discloses to abatement of halogen, such as fluorine ^ 
Lmical species, by reac^n thereof ^ water vapor during thermal — 
treatment otaeffluent gas containing halo^n. iSee. Am.; Col i. 7-l<D. 

present application is generally directed to a process for treating 
periluorides or perfluoro-compounds. 

AS defined by amended independent Claim 1, a process for testing 
pe^uorides in which decomposition treatment o, perfluorides ">^-^^^ 
manufacturmg plant is p^vided. The process is carried out by a step of a 
psrfluoride testing apparatus connected to the manufiicturing plant, and a s^ o 
csl^Oating a cost of treatment of perfluorides according to an amount of 
^iToridL treated by the perfluoHde treating apparatus. The perfluorides 
disposition treatment is provided by a perfluoride treatment undertaker. 
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Tta appBed «fe««» is n»t »en to disclose or sug,.st the abov. features of 
.he p«aent invention a, defined by amended independent CUnn 1. In parfc^ar 
.be applied «fferen« does not diadose « sn^at. "calculaung a co« ottreatment of 
perflLdes a^ordin. ^ an an^ount of perfl«.idee t«a.ed by the perfluo«de 
treating apparatus," as required by amended independent CSaim 1. 

As cited in Office Action, Amo discloses ammonia may be used as regent for 
F, abatement at tbe cost of increasing the cost of ownership for tl.e eHluent 
treatment ayatem. (See. Col. 2. Un^ S3-Se>. Moreover, Amo diBcloses usmg 
„ater vapor a. a reagent providing reduction of the cost of ownerslup of tbe 
t«atment system. (See. Amo; CoL 4. line XS,. Accordingly. Arno's disclosure « 
specifically directed at the coat of the ownership of treatment system. 

In contrast, amended independent Claim 1 requires, in part, calculating a 
cost of treatment of perfluorides according to an amount of perftaorides 
treated by the perfluoride treating apparatus. AppUcant respectfully submrta 
«acerns about cost of ownership for a treatment system cam^t be sa.d to be 
equivalent to calculating the cost according to amount of perfluorides treated. In 
particular, the ownership cost of a treatment ay.t«n is a concern before the 
purchase, installation, and operation of the treatment system. In contrast, 
calculating the cost of treatment awarding to the amounted treated « a step 
performed during the operation of the treatment system. Accordingly, Axno does 
not disclose or suggest the above features of the present invention. 

Since the cited reference fails to disclose, teach or suggest the above features 
recited in amended independent CUmn 1, the reference cannot be said to antxcapate 
or render obvious the invention which is the subject mat ter of the clann. 

Accordingly, amended independent Claim 1 is beHeved to be in condition for 
allowance and such allowance is respectfijly requested. 
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disou^d i» connection with amended indep^ndont CUim 1. 

an^nded independent Clai^ 10 and ,8 reci^in. "cai^^ « 

cost of treatment of .l.e perfluoridea based on an est«na«d M «f *>» 
^i;2t«ated,.a«paten.Meo.e.tHeappUed — fo.^esa.e«asons 

^thosediscussedin connection with amendedindependentClannl. 

Tte xemainin. claims depend dixecdy « indi^ct^, amended 
independent Ciai.^ 1. 2 and 18 and a« .eBeved to he in condign of ^w»«^ 
„ Uast the same ««ons as those dl^sed in connection «th amended 
independent Clain. 1 and such aUowance is respectMly requested. 

p.^nf^liifiion . . 

In view of the ferepung. « « "spectMly .ubmittod that the appUcafon .s m 
condition for allowance. F«e«>»ina.io» and «c««id..ation of the apphcat^on, as 

fo, dlowance. the E«aniner U requested to call the undersigned attorney at the 

cammia tdephone nun^ber (213) 337-6809 to discuss the steps necessary 
fcr placing the application in condition for allowance. 
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with the filing of this response, please 



If there are any fees due in connectioa 
charge the fees to our Deposit Account No. 60.X314. 

Respectfully submiited, 
HOGAN & HARTSON L.L.P- 



Date: January 19, 2006 



500 South Grand Avenue, Suite X900 
Los Angeles, California 90071 
Phone: 213-337-6700 
Fax: 213-337-6701 



Dariush G, AdU 
Registration No, 51,386 
Attorney fbr Applicant(s) 
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